So the motion to lay on the table the
amendment of Mr. Busa was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE, Mr. President, I move
that the Senate reconsider the vote by
which the motion to lay on the table was
agreed to. ’ )

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
move to lay that motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table the
motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. President, I offer
my amendment designated “5-17-61-B"
and ask that it be read.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have order, so that the Senate may lis-
ten attentively to.the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Vermont?
He is proposing an amendment which I
shall agree to take to conference. I
think it is a good amendment. However,
the Senate ought to understand the pur-
pose of the amendment, so that it cannot
be said it was adopted when the Senate’s
attention was not specifically directed to
it.

Mr. PROUTY. I am grateful to the
Senator from Oregon for his comment.
I'assure the Senate that I shall not speak
at length. I think a vote can be reached
tonight. I do not ask for the yeas and
nays.

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

~ The LeeistaTivE CLERK. On. page 2,
line 7, it is proposed to strike out “and”.

On page 2, line 8, before the period it
is proposed to insert a comma and the
following: “and in paying other costs of
providing public elementary and second-
ary education”. i

On page 11, line 23, it is proposed to
strike ouf “shall” and insert in lieu
thereof “may”.

On page 13, line 22, it is proposed to
strike out “and”. ’

On page 13, line 23, before the semi-
¢olon it is proposed to insert “and (C)

Lamy

~opment had not occurred,

majority leader what the program will
be for tomorrow.

Mr. MANSFIELD. It is my under-
standing that the amendment now
pending will .be accepted by the Com-
mittee on Labor and Public Welfare.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I was
about to ask the Senator to yield. I wish
to ask for the yeas and nays on the
Prouty amendment. It is an important,
far-reaching amendment. I think the
Senate should express its will on the
amendment by a yea-and-nay vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Sensator from Vermont desire to have
his amendments considered en bloc?

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, will the

Senator from Vermont yield, so that I
may ask for the yeas and nays?
. The PRESIDING OFFICER., First,
without objection, the amendments of
the Senator from Vermont will be con-
sidered en bloc. : .

The yeas and nays have been re-
quested. Is there a sufficient second?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, in
view of the latest development, which
was not anticipated by the leadership,
can the Senator from Vermont state
when he expects the Senate might vote
on the pending amendment. .

Mr. PROUTY. I had not intended to
speak at length on the amendment.
However, now I shall probably speak at
a little greater length than if this devel-
I did not
think the amendment was particularly
controversial.

Mr. BUSH., Mr. President, does the
Senator from Maryland wish to indicate
how long he might wish to discuss the
amendment?

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to dis-
cuss it at all.

Does the amendment include books
for the children?

Mr. PROUTY. Yes.

*
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[No. 46] other costs of providing public elemen- Mr. BUTLER. And funds for cuf-
: , YEAS—61 tary and secondary education”. todial and administrative personnel? «
Anderson Hﬂll geﬁberger ‘On page 13, line 25, it is proposed to Mr. PROUTY. Operating personnel.
Bartlett Holland e strike out “either of”. : Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I can-
Bridges Bumphrey  Erowmare On page 14, line 11, it is proposed %0 not conceive of an amendment with
Burdick Javits . Robertson strike out “and”. . . greater sweep to get the Pederal Govern-
Butler Johnston Russell On page 14, line 16, before the period ment into the middle of every public
ggﬁic}{f ) Kotauver 3%?33,"{2%5. it is proposed to imsert “and (C) the gchool in the country. I do not believe
Garrold Rerr Sparkman am01lzcxl1_ts to &? “?egl (30531951;‘2' d%%f:tosngf the Senate should vote upon such an
ure ong, A0. enn providing public elementa - amendment without being on record.
Clark =~ Lok Hawail Symingin  ary education will be allocated so that  np MANSFIELD. Mr. President, as a
Ellender Magnuson  Thurriond preference is given to local education  so.1op ‘would the Senator agree to a limi-
Engle McCarthy Wiley agencies which, in the judgment of the tation of 1 hour's debate on the amend-
B . Mhdul  Walimens  Siate coucation agenoy, havo tho rent- pienty
Gore ° Metcalf Yarborough est m’aed for assistance in paying such Mr. BUTLER. So far as T am con-
Gruening Monroney Young, N. Dak.  costs.”. . .. cerned, I do not wish to speak against
Hartke Morse Young, Ohio On page 22, between lines 10 and 11,16 13- " - 0 iy g
_%’fg}?:;‘ . ﬁ%ﬁde is proposed to insert the following: € amendment.
. 525 “(12) The term ‘other costs of provid- Mr. MANSFIELD. Would the Senator
NAY ing public elementary and secondary from Vermont be agreeable to limiting
Allott gddms iﬁl:ét education’ means any expenditure for debate to 1 hour beginning at the con-
ggglrlxett Dwosahak Pastore public elementary or secondary school clusion of the morning hour tomorrow?
Boggs Fohg Saltonstall education for which revenues derived Mr. PROUTY. I should like to limit
Bush Goldwater gg‘;&eppel from State or local sources may be ex- the time to 1hour and a half.
Copehart  Bowa " Gmitn,Matne  bended in such State. , Mr. BUSH. The time to be divided?
Case, 8.Dak.  Keating Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, will the 3. MORSE. The time to be divided
Curtls Lausche Senator from Vermont yield, so tha,t‘: I equally?
NOT VOTING—14 may _propounq an inquiry to the dis- Mr BRIDGES. Mr. President, T have
Atken ' Gooper Mansfleld tmﬁ“‘s}l}%do%?ﬁg_nt% 1egc}gr'§ r that pur- SOme ‘remarks to make about Castro and
otton cGee . . 1€. [0 - s .
e Bhm  Medh pos : D rerment hesome shacive this eve
Chavez Kuchel Mr. BUSH. I should like to ask the .- ¢, T shall object.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that at the con-
clusion of morning business tomorrow, 1
hour and 30 minutes be allocated to the
consideration of the Prouty amendment,
half the time to be in charge of the Sena-
tor from Vermont, and half the time to
be in charge of the Senator from Illinois.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

The unanimous-consent agreement,
reduced to writing, is as follows:

Ordered, That further debate on the so-
called Prouty amendment on school mainte-
nance or administrative expenditures, num-
bered 5—-17-61—B, be limited to one and one-
half hours, after the conclusion of morning
business on Tuesday, May 23, 1061, to be
equally divided between the Senator Ifrom
Vermont [Mr. Prouty], and the Senator from
Tlinois [Mr. DIRESEN.]

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Montana yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD., I yield.

Mr. HRUSKA. 1Is this a part of the
“operation nibble,” whereby the limita-
tion of debate is constantly to be ap-
plied to each individual amendment, but
a request will not be made for a general
unanimous-consent agreement such as
was discussed a few days ago? 1Is this
procedure a continuation of the pattern
of making separate unanimous-consent
requests, and having a continuation of
the same general course of conduct?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I was under the
impression that the amendment offered -
by the Senator from Vermont would be
accepted with a minimum of debate, and
that ‘another amendment would then
be offered this evening for considera-
tion and would be pending for tomor-
row’s business. It was only because in
this particular instance a situation arose
which I thought made it advisable to do
s0 that I propounded a unanimous-con-
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sent request to the Senate
amendment,

“Mr, J?ROU’I‘Y Mr. President, I yield
the floor,

on this

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 'UNTIL
10 AM. TOMORROW L
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate concludes its business_today, it
. adjourn until 10 a.m. tomorrow.
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, :t is so
ordered.

ASTRO'S OFFER TO TRADE PRIS-
’ ONERS FOR TRACTORS )
- Mr. BRIDGES, Mr. President, Fidel

- Castro’s offer to trade the God-given
breath and souls of 1,200 free¢ Cuba

prisoners for 500 tractors hss jwofold.

significance for all people, eyerywhere.
First, it is an opportunity to save
humen life. The mysterious ways of
providence have worked throush the
twisted mind of this comic-sirip Com-
munist, to preserve the gift of life for
1,200 brave men, and-at the same time
to give America a chance to demon-
strate, once more, that it values human
1ife above any material thing. ' Thie trac-
tors or bulldozers are essential materials
which could, at some future tinie, be used
against us or other members of the Or-
ganizafion of American States. _
Second, the incident shines brighter
than a neon light before the eye: of the
world, illuminating the character of this
. Communist dictator. Now ihe world
sees, once and for all, that he embodies
the traditions of history’s best known
-eriminal leaders—Hitler, Stalin. Mus-
solini, Attila the Hun, and the pirates
_of the Barbary Coast, all of whora mur-
dered for fun and profit, and ransomed
when it suited their fancy. )
Two men for one machine. This is
the newest form of blackmail ard ran-
som contrived by the Commuriist stooge

Castro. Bulldozers and tractors can be’

used to make airflelds and’ tranches.
Would it not be far more humanitarian
to exchange food and medical supplies?

"Humanitarian principles are involved;
and, of cofirse, all of us want freeclom for
these men, ]

However, not since the days of Hitler,
when the infamous Eichmann oftered to
trade on an even basig—one Jew for one
truck, has the civilized world beén con-
fronted with such heinous barter.

Ten hostages have been given 1 week
to raise the money for tracto:s; at the
end of that time they must relurn to
Castro’s prisons with the assurrance of a
successful trade, or else suffer vhc knows
what punishment for themselvies and the
Thostages for whom they are dealing.

Mr. President, how complacent must
we get before. we do something about
this cancer which is festering at our door-
step? How much more humiliation and
contempt must we-suffer from this Com-
munist dictator? -

Human lives and freedom are at stake;
but must we supinely give in to any and
every demand made upon us by this Com-
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munist dictator who rules through terror
and threat?

Where are those who have criticized
our allies and have accused them of ex-
ploitmg their people; where are those
who are willing to give aid to Communist
satellites, on the theory that we can in-

= - fluence them? ‘Why do not they protest
to the high heavens against this black-

mail for the ransom of those who were
fighting for freedom and liberty in their
own homeland of Cuba? They seem
. strangely-silent.

There was a time when the United
States was respected—when freedom
meant standing firm.

We are far down the road; and it is

time to take stock of ourselves and our
principles, if we are to fulfill our destiny
as a free land.

All of us can well recall from the
history books we studied in school that
there was a time when the United States,
in its earliest days, 1797 is the exact date,
proclaimed “millions for defense, but not
one cent for tribute.”

That was said by Charles Pinckney,
“our minister to the French Republic.

- The day when that heroic phrase must
once again be invoked if we are to stay
free may come sooner than we think.

I think the American people and the

-Senate should be alerted to what is go-

ing on. I never expected to see the day
when a dictator 90 miles from our shores
would offer to trade human lives for
tractors or bulldozers. We have reached

a new low.

Mr. CAPEHART, Mr, President, T in-
‘vite the aftention of Senators, of our
own Government, of our President, and
of all the people of our country, partlcu-
larly in connection with what I consider
to be the misguided efforts of the so-
called Tractor Committee, to what is
known as the Logan Act, which was
passed on January 30, 1799. In my opin-
ion, the so-called Tra.ctor Committee is
violating that act, which reads as fol-
lows:

PRIVATE CORRESPONDENCE WI—TI-I EOREIGN Gov=
ERN'MENTS 5

Any citizen of the United States, wherever
he may be, who, without authority of the
United States, directly or Indirectly com-
mences or carries on any correspondence or
intercourse with any forelgn government or
any officer or agent thereof, with intent to
influence the measures or conduct of any
foreign government or of any officer or agent

.thereof, in relation to any disputes or con-

troversies with the United States, or to de-
feat the measures of the United States, shall
be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned
not more than 3 years, or both.

That act is known as the Logan Act.
It was passed on January 30, 1799.

Today, we are confronted with a sit-
uvation in which Castro, the dictator of
Cuba, is attempting to blackmail the
people of the United States and their
Government into glving him 500 tractors
in"exchange for 1,200 prisoners. How-
ever, they are not American citizens,
The fact is that they are Cuban citizens;
they are the blood and flesh of Cuba.
They are not nationals of the United
States or citizens of the United States,

" Instead, they are citizens of Cuba.
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Who would have thought there would
come a fime when a little dictator who
had captured 1,200 of his own people,
1,200 Cubans, would say to us, “If you
give me 500 tractors, I will release these
1,200 people.”

Trujillo, the head of the Dominican
Republie, is holding approximately the
same number of Cuban prisoners; and
in the last few days he offered to ex-
change prisoners with Castro. Trujillo
said, “I will return every Cuban I am
holding if you will release the 1,200 you

-are holding, whom you are trying to

trade with the Umted States for 500
tractors.”

But of course Castro sald he would
not do that, and said he was not inter-
ested in doing it. He is not interested
in his own people, Mr:; President; he is
only interested in blackmailing us and
humiliating us in the eyes of the world,
in order to obtain 500 tractors, because
then he can use them against us. For
example, he would be able to use them
for the purpose of building airfields and
various other installations, including
missile bases. He could also use them
for agricultural purposes.

In other words, the 500 tractors could
be used by him to help him make com-
munism work in Cuba.

Mr. President, are we or are we not
opposed to communism? Are we in
favor of helping Castro, or are we op-
posed to helping him?

There would be no question if the
1,200 were Americans. However, they
are not Americans.

Of course, some persons will say that
our Government is not engaged in a
dispute with Castro. However, -today
Castro said the 500 tractors would be in
partial payment for the war damage the
United States of America inflicted upon
Cuba, as a result of the invasion,

Ten days before the invasion, the
President of the United States made a
statement to the American people and
the world, in which he said we would
not participate in an Invasion or inter-
fere with the internal affairs of that
country; that we were having no bart
in it. Why he made the statement, I
do not know. He sald we were taking
no part in it.

I do not see how this country can hold
up its head to the rest of the world if
we are to yield to blackmail. When,
oh, when, will we stop being blackmailed
by Castro?

To make things worse, I understand
the Internal Revenue Service has ruled,
or is about to rule, that any contribu-
tion made toward buying the tractors
will be tax deductible; that it is a chari-
table contribution. How ridiculous can
we.be? Why do we do it in one instance,
and not do it for Americans who are
having trouble paying their taxes, and
who need deductions for tax purposes?
What are we thinking about? Is the
President of the United States giving
this committee authority to act for the
Government of the United States, or is
it acting on its-own? Those are ques-
tlons the answers to which I think the
Foreign Relations Committee should
ascertain., I-suggest to the chairman
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-~ of the Foreign Relations Committee that
. tomlorrow we open an executive session
to ascertain whether or not the Presi-
dent has commissioned and authorized
the commiftee to act on behalf of the
U.S. Government,

To me, it is a silly and ridiculous

thing. I cannot conceive of this great |

Nation of ours being permitted to be
blackmailed in this way. We are pro-
posing to help the dictator and help the
Communists to further harass the United
States.

~ We are now prohibiting the exporta-
tion of certain materials to Cuba, among
them materials with which Cuba can
make war, Yet we argnot talking about
giving Cuba outright, as a government,

500 tractors, or bulldozers, as they are.

called.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota., Mr.
President, will the Senator yield? -

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, When
the Senator says we are talking about it,
is he suggesting that the United States
as a governtiient or in any official capac-
ity is considering responding to this
blackmail?

* Mr.CAPEHART. Evidently. The In-
ternal Revenue Service has sald-—

Mr, CASE of South Dakota. Has it?
The Senator from South Dakota has not
heard that the Internal Revenue Service
has made any such ruling.

Mr. CAPEHART. The report was on

the news ticker tape today. That is all -

T know.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota., So far as
the junior Senator from South Dakota is
concerned, he subscribes wholeheartedly
to the sentiments expressed by the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. I think this
is a proposal which could be blackmail,
It certainly would be if the United States
officially, in any way, responded or took
any notice of the proposal.

Mr. CAPEHART. Let me read what
-appeared on the ticker tape from Wash-
ington:

Contributions to buy tractors to be ex-
changed for the freedom of Cuban rebels now
prisoners of the Castro Government will be
deductible from Federal income taxes, the
newly orgahized Tractors for Freedom Com-
mittee said today.

In & brief press release the committee said
it had been “advised that the U.S. Treasury
Department will make a necessary ruling
that contributions are tax exempt.”

Mr. CASE of South Dakota, If the
Internal Revenue Service has officially
sald that, I, for one, think the ruling
should be challenged. I do not think the
Internal Revenue Service ought to make
that kind of ruling. Personally, I would
not support it by vote or in any other

way. I think there is some question as

to the applicability of the Logan Act. I
personally believe the Logan Act is a
sound policy and good law, and it has
been on the statute books a long time.
It reads: .

Any citizen of the United States, wher-
ever he may be, who, without authority of
the United States, directly or indirectly
commences Or carries on any correspondence
or intercourse with any forelgn government
or any officer or agent thereof * * * in rela-

: . »
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tion to any cusputes or controveries with the
United States * * *,

The Senator from South Dakota is not
& lawyer and he hesitates to pose as a
legal authority, but he thinks we cannot
overlook the clause which says ‘“‘in rela-
tion to any disputes or controversies with
the United States.”

Mr. CAPEHART. Can there be any
question in the mind of anyone that this
is a dispute between Castro and the U.S.
Government?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. There is
a question in the mind of the Senator
from South Dakota as to whether or not
there is any controversy between Cuba
and the United States which relates to
the conduct of that particular invasion.

Mr. CAPEHART. If thereisany ques-
tion, the ruling of the Internal Revenue
service should have completely taken
the question out of the Senator’'s mind.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The
Senator from South Dakots has said very
explicitly that is not a proper ruling by
the Internal Revenue Service and that
he personally would be opposed to it.
I was approached this afternoon with
the suggestion——

Mr. CAPEHART. Left me——

Mr, CASE of South Dakota. Just a
minute.

Mr. CAPEHART. I have the floor.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I know
the Senator has the floor, but I think
I should have the courtesy of complet-
ing the statement on the Internal Rev-
enue Service. Earlier this morning I

was approached with the information

that there would be a movement, by
unanimous consent, to pass a resolution
which would take this approach by the
Internal Revenue Service. I said, if no
one else objects, I will, because I do not
believe, either by unanimous consent or
otherwise, that the United States should
officially, in any way, shape, or form,
recognize this act of piracy, an act which
I think is exactly like the acts of the
Barbary pirates, to hold so many people
for ransom. T would not recognize that
kind of demand for ransom in any way,
shape, or form, the Internal Revenue
Service ruling to the contrary notwith-
standing. Personally, I regard it as an
act of piracy and an attempt to commit
the United States. I do not think the
United States should be commlitted in
any way. I think the Logan Act is ap-
plicable.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Presuient will the
Senator yield?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield.

Mr. BUTLER. Would it not be inevi-
table that the United States would get
into the transaction eventually, because
the tractors could not be shipped with-
out a license to export them?

Mr. CAPEHART. I was about to go
into that question. Af{ the present mo-
ment goods with which to make war
cannot be shipped to Cuba. In order to
be able to ship the fractors, the com-
mittee would have to get permission
from the U.S. Government.

Mr. BUTLER. That would certainly
make it a controversy between the two
Governments. .

H
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Mr, CAPEHART. I think so. But
who will stand up on the floor and read
into the debate a technicality to the ef-
fect that this dispute is not between the
U.S. Government and Castro? If Sen-
ators are to stand on a technicality like
that——

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
President, will the Senator yield?

“Mr. CAPEHART. Let me finish.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Surely.

Mr. CAPEHART. I am hot going to
do it. The Senator can do so if he
wishes., I am not going to stand on
that technicality, because there is no
truth in it. This dispute is between the
United States and Castro, and Castro is
blackmailing the U.S. people and the
U.S. Government. I repeat, the proposal
is not to release 1,200 U.S. citizens, but to
release 1,200 of his own people, and to get
500 tractors or bulldozers with which to
build missile bases, alrports, submarine
Eases, and I presume other such facili-

ies

He turned down Trujillo, who was
willing to return a Cuban prisoner he
was holding for each of the prisoners
Castro held. He does not wish to do
that. He would like to humiliate, em-~
barrass, and blackmail the United States.
He would like to hold the United States
up to the scorn of the world. He would
like to show that the world should not
respect the United States because it is
not worth respecting and because it has
no courage. That is my opinion of what
he would like to do.

I think this committee is a misguided
committee, in trying to do what it would
like to do.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Presuient will the
Senator yield?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 will yield to the
Senator in a moment.

If it is right that we do this, then
the U.8. Government ought to do it, and
every American ought to pay taxes for
the privilege of doing it. Isayitiswrong.

I yield to the Senator from South Da-

kota.

Mr. MUNDT. I think the Senator
from Indiana should be commended,
along with the Senator from New Hamp-
shire, for raising some very serious
questions about a very fundamental con-
cept of American foreign policy in an
hour of great international peril.

With respect to the Logan Act, I re-
member a great deal of discussion about
that Act during the many years I served
as a member of the House Commitiee
on Foreign Affairs. I must agree with
the Senator from Indiana, insofar as his
colloquy with my colleague is concerned.
I think there is a controversy hetween
Cuba and the United States specifically
about the issue of whether there was an
American invasion or a Cuban invasion
and we are certainly in dispute with
Cuba over many of the Castro policies.

There is an “out” however which the
committee might find in the Logan Act,
for the act permits private citizens to

negotiate with foreign countries pro-

vided they have secured the advance
permission of the Government to.do so.
I do not know whether the group secking
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to raise blackmail bounty to pay Castro
has done so. Ihopenot.

Mr. CAPEHART. Will the Senator
yield fo me?

Mr, MUNDT. 1yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. Even if the inoney
to pay for the 500 tractors is avallable,
someone will have to negotiate for the
release of the 1,200 prisoners. ‘Who will

- do that? That will be done by tae of-

" ficials of the State Department, bicause -

individual citizens cannot do it. Individ-

ual citizens would have no way of sureen-
‘ing the prisoners, and would have no

organization for the purpose.

Mr. MUNDT. I would hope that
would be the case., Speaking for myself,
though I think my sentiment is shared
by many, I have not been tco happy
about the way the Department of State

is being operated these days, or:about

the international situation. Xowever, I
would not be so harsh as to con-
demn the State Department ta the
degree of saying that we must now
turn everything over to volanteer
Peace Corps members from the out-
side, so that they can wnegotiate
American foreign affairs in areas where
they must assume our State Depaltment
has failed. I have more confidence in
the President and in the Secretary of
State than to say that they have, failed
so completely and hopelessly that volun-
teers must be recruited from the cutside
to negotiate with other governmenis con-
_ cerning the basic aspects of our foreign
policy.

Are we to become such abject ap-
peasers as to pay blackmail to get. out of
our difficulties?

If ‘this group has secured 1rorn the
Department of State or from tiae White
House s mandate to proceed with the
authority of the Federal Government—
I hope it has not—then it will not; be in
violation of the Logan Act. If that has
not been done, it seems to me to be a
clear violation of the Logan Act and a
dangerous precedent unless w2 sfop it
firmly and without delay. The Logan
Act has served our country well forr more
than a century and a half. It is sound
legislation. It has averted many dan-
gerous developments. in the past and if
courageously enforced it can protect our
country now. Fixing foreign policy must
‘not become the plaything for enhthu-
siastic amateurs.

There is a second point whick: d1 sturbs
me even more. I submit it is a matter
of clear logic that for every 1 of the

1,000 or more unfortunate “Freedom

_Pighters” whose release we might obtain
in trade for a tractor by such a ilevice,
we shall help to enslave 100 people pres-
ently in Cuba who are-still able to hope
for freedom, because we would be
. strengthening the power of the Cuban

dictator to condemn them to a slave

economy.

Mr. CAPEHART. If this condition
continues, the lives of thousands of
American boys may be lost, because
Castro is building up and Russia is
building up so that some day they can
make war against the United iitates.
Cuba will have missile bases and sub-
marine bases for one purpose ouly, to
kill American boys and to malte Amer-
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ican boys prisoners. Then who will trade
tractors for those boys?

Mr. MUNDT. Success for dictators is
a pretty heady and intoxicating wine, es-
pecially for comic opera dictators like
Castro, who is now thumbing his nose
at his great neighbor, the United States.

If we, in trying to provide happiness
for people in Cuba, trade a few pieces of
farm machinery and equipment for the
freedom of some 1,000 nationals of his
own country, we shall help to condemn
into greater tyranny and longer slavery
at least 100—perhaps 1,000 or even
10,000—Cubans for every one we liber-
ate, because we shall be strengthening

the hand of the dictator to do his filthy .

roviding him
to perpetuate

job more effectively by
new equipment with whic
his power.

Mr. CAPEHART. Bow meny hundreds
of thousands of political prisoners does
Castro have at the moment?

Mr. MUNDT. Nobody knows—hut
the number is vast.

Mr. CAPEHART. They are in jails
in Cuba. Does Castro wish to trade
something for those people, too?

Mr. MUNDT. .Probably. so if we make
the first false step. There is a third
thing wrong with the proposal, as I see
it. What a horrible example the United
States, acting through its new volunteer
“Department of State” headed by Mrs.
Roosevelt and some of her associates,
who aparently feel the present Depart-
ment of State has failed so miserably
they must volunteer thelr services, will
be setting. If the United States, acting
through this new volunteer “Department
of State” sets such an example in Cuba,
in what a wonderful bargaining position
we shall be placing every little dictator
in the world, All any dictator would
need to do would be to enslave some of
his own people, or some of our people,
and then offer to trade them for loco-
motives, for a few pieces of silver, or
for a few shiploads of cotton. We shall
be issuing an open invitation to every
dictator in the world to make us pay
blackmail, because once we start down
this sorry course there will be no return,

“and the tribute we shall be asked to pay

will become more and more excessive
and humilating.

Finally, I point.out that if by some
remote possibility the Bureau of Inter-
nal Revenue should say this blackmail
money is tax exempt, it would place the
United States squarely in the business

_of paying such blackmail with the tax-

payers’ funds, because the money will
then in fact be the taxpayers’ money.
The money is being collected from cor-
porations and individuals, most of whom
are at least in the 50-percent-income-tax
brackets, so to the extent of more than
50 percent the money to be paid to buy
our way out of trouble in Cuba would he
the money of the U.S. taxpayers. I sub-
mit, Mr. President, this would place our
country officially in the business of pay-
ing blackmail to communism with the
people’s money.

I submit that, bad as conditions are,
we have not reached that sorry state
in America. Speaking as a Republican,

I have more confidence than that in the

President of the United States. I have

more confidence than that in the De-
partment of State. .I think this wWell-
meaning committee of volunteers should
fold up their tents and silently steal
away. PerhapsT should say they should
fold down their umbrellas of appease-
ment, close up their publicity offices,
and stand up with other Americans to
meet this Communist challenge in. an
American manner and by Americah
methods.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator yield?

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield to the Sem-
ator from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres-
jdent, I appreciate the courtesy of the

‘Senator in yielding to me again.

I trust that nothing which has been
said will dim the fact that I have said,
from the outset, that I regard this as -
blackmail, as an act of piracy or at-
tempted piracy.

- I have nho sympathy whatever with the
idea of responding in any way, shape,
or form to associate the United States,
in any official way, with such an action.

I raised the question with regard to
the clause in the Logan Act. If the facts
should demonstrate that the Cuban op-
eration was a U.S. operation and the
United States was officially in it, that
is one thing. I would hang my head in
shame if that were true.

Earlier in the day I said I was flabber-
gasted by the way in which the military
reputation of the United States was be-
ing laid on the line, or gambled, by peo-
ple who were not in the military depart-
ment, by people who had no authority
to commit the United States.

The reason I do not like to recognize
such a situation is that I, for one, do
not wish to admit that the U.S. military
establishment could take the humili-
ation which I think anybody should teke
if he planned or carried out the opera-
tion, which was such a fiasco.

I was flabbergasted by this situation
the other day. I do not believe the
Joint Chiefs of Staff would accept re-
sponsibility for the way that operation
was conducted. I would hang my head
in shame if I thought the Joint Chiefs
of Staff of the United States directed.
that military operation, because of its
failure. I personally think a handful of
marines could have planned it and han-
dled it better than that operation was
conducted. I do not wish to accept the
implication that it was an operation of
the United States.

That is the reason I directed atten-
tion to the clause in the Logan Act. So
far as the proposal itself is concerned, 1
regard it as an insult. I would not have
dignified it. I would not dignify it to-
day by any act of any bureau or any
agency of the United States. I think it
is an act of blackmail. I do not think
it ought to be regarded as a proper ap-
proach or a proper proposal to the
United States as such, and I would not
recoghize it by responding in any way
which would recognize it as anythinhg
that the United States itself will offi-
cially act upon.

Further with respect to the whole sit-
uation, I think we confront a very dif-
ficult situation today, but I do not be-
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" lteve e can help by 'making interpreta-

ions of laws on the floor of the Senate.

Such action would be for the courts.
If the Logan Act has been violated, I
hope that thosé who are responsible for
its violation will face the consequences
of the violation. However, I hope that
when the entire story is written, a
shameful page will not be written in the
history of the United States to the ef-
fect that we responded officially in any
way to this proposal for blackmail.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi-
denht, will the Senator yield?

" Mr. CAPEHART. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. First, I con-
gratulate the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Bripges], for his vigorous and
accurate condemnation of ‘the unthink-

_able proposal that has apparently re-

celved some currency and acceptance by
people in the United States. It is the
most fantastic story I have ever heard
since the story of the days of the Bar-
bary pirates, who defled the United
States, and we had to settle that situa-
tion on a basis of prineiple.

T congratulate also the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. CarenarT] for raising the
issue., I am not concerned about the
Logan Act. I have read the Logan Act.
I admit there is some room for argu-
ment as to whether, on a question of
pure technicality, the Logan Act may or

'may not apply. But I do not get as far

as the Logan Act. I stop with the moral
revulsion that is involved in the effron-
tery of this bearded psychopath in Cuba
in makihg a proposal of this kind that
he hoped would have the slightest de-
gree of acceptance or approval by any-
one in the United States. I am per-
fectly aware of the humanitarian
aspects of this question.,

But if Castro can get bulldozers down
there in Cuba and get his airfields
scraped away and his military installa-
tlons established, I suppose the message
would come to us, “Pay us $10 million a
day or we will turn the rockets loose on
you.” By the same line of reasoning,
some of the self-appointed leaders of
the international policy of the United
States, such as those who have just
sprung up to head this organization,
would probably be around trying to raise
public money to pay off Mr. Castro every
day, because he had used the bulldozers
to lay out airfields from which he could
launch rockets, and we would either have
to pay off or he would pull the trigger.

If the situation were not so tragie, if
it were not so unthinkable that this kind
of blackmail would be considered for one
Instant, I would say it was the most
comic of comic opera themes. We are
all sympathetic with the humanitarian
aspects of people who are captured. But
I certainly agree with the statement of
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Capg-
HART] who, I believe, said, that every
little dictator or puppet in the world
could capture an American seaman, and
then say “Pay us $500,000 per seaman or
we ‘will keep them in our dungeons over
here,” ) .

What has happened to the vigorous

brinciple  of independence that has
moved this country throughout its his-

tory? If we succumb to blackmail of
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this kind, we would abandon our respon-
sibilities of world leadership on the basis
of principle and the things for which
America stands. .

I was not so concerned about the orig-
inal news story of this incident because
I thought surely no one would take it
seriously. I have since become appalled.

I do not know whether the Treasury

‘Department has ruled that contributions

to & private fund witheut organization
are tax exempt or not. I have notlooked
up the law and I am not prepared to
argue the law on that point, except to
say that it is inconceivable to me that
contributions made under those circum-
stances could possibly be tax deductible
under any kind of theory.

I hope and trust that the present ad-
ministration, or any other administra-
tion, will see this question in the light
of exactly what is presented. It is diffi~
cult enough in these days of tension, I
think, for any of us and all of us to resist
the temptation to point out some of thé
failures that have confributed to the
lessening of American prestige in the
world today. I wish to support this ad-
ministration or any other administration
on foreign policy when it has been de-
cided, and I do not want to be a party,
if I can help it, to anything that might
be considered carping or partisan po-
litical criticism.

But I say that it is entirely possible
that a time will come when, in the very
vital interests of American security,
some of these issues will have to be talk-
ed about with more exactness and vigor
and even with more controversy than
they have been talked about up to this
time. - A few more mistakes, a few more
catastrophies, a few more failures of
ordinary judgement will probably pre-
cipitate that time soon.

I earnestly hope that the American
people have not lost thelr perspective,
and I earnestly hope that this latest,
unthinkable proposal will not be taken
seriously.

I again congratulate the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges]l. He
stood on the floor of the Senate at the
time of the ill-advised invitation to Mr.
Castro to come to this country. I know
that he, as well as I, refused to attend
any of the luncheons or meetings that
were held for Mr, Castro, because we

. thought he was a bearded subversive at

that time. I still think so. I did not
make the speech which the Senator from
New Hampshire so eloquently and
prophetically made at that time, but I
have my convictions.

I congratulate the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. CapeHART] for raising this
issue. I shall not quarrel with him
about the Logan Act, because in my
reasoning I do not reach that point.
Principle stops even before the appli-
cation of the Logan Act to this question.

Mr. CAPEHART. I thank the able

Senator from Iowa for his straight -

thinking on this subject.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr,
will the Senator yleld?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1yield.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I had an oppor-
tunity to look at the wire service clip-

President,

ping from which the Senator spoke. .

According to that report, the Treasury

6R000200140053-1

7973

has not yet received such an applica-
tion. Mr. Caplin said he has not yet
received an application for tax exemp-
tion for this purpose. - I agree with the
Senators. I can see no authority for the
proposed action., I certainly would not
approve of it if I should have any
opportunity to approve. I think it
would be very bad policy. I agree that
our Government should not in any way
lend itself to this kind of blackmailing
operation.

I believe it is stated in the news report
that Mrs. Roosevelt, Mr. Milton Eisen-
hower, Mr. Walter Reuther, and one or
two other persons, have taken it upon
themselves to form this committee. Of
course thousands of committees are es-
tablished for raising money for all kinds
of purposes. Some of them are good and
some of them are indifferent. I suppose
it is not in violation of the law. How-
ever, I gdo not believe that the Federal
Government or the Senate ought to
approve the paying of blackmail for any
such purpose. I hope that the clipping
is accurate, and that the proposal has
not been approved by the Treasury
Department, and that it will not be.

Mr. CAPEHART. I hope it has not
been approved. The dispatch states
that Commissioner Mortimer M. Caplin
conferred with top officials about making
the ruling, There is no question that
they are considering it,.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I believe the De-
partment had not yet received the ap-
plication, according to that clipping.

Mr. CAPEHART. It says it is being
considering and discussed. The press
report states:

Contributions to buy tractors to be ex-
changed for the freedom of Cuban rebels
now prisoners. of the Castro government will
be deductible from Federal income tax, the
newly organized Tractors for Freedom Com-
mittee sald today.

Mr. Reuther said that.
Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. Reuther does

‘not have any authority to make any

such ruling, fortunately. The clipping
states, I believe, that Mr. Caplin has not
received the application as yet, ’
~Mr. CAPEHART. I shall read fur-
ther.

The Internal Revenue Service declined to
glve immediate confirmation that donations
would be deductible from taxable income,

A spokesman sald that such a ruling could
not be issued until the Service had in hand
an application for tax exemption from the
Tractors for Freedom Committee.

He sald this had been explained to com-
mittee officials and that the Service ex-
pected to receive such an appliaation be-
fore the end of the day. :

Commissioner Mortimer M. Caplin con-
ferred with top officials about making the
ruling.

They are almost up to that point, ac-~
cording to the dispatch. At least they
are considering it.. Mr. Reuther said
they were golng to make it.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. It is not my un-
derstanding that the——

Mr. CAPEHART. The Senator is cor-
rect. I do not believe it is official as
yet. I hope it will not be. I hope that
the collogquy and the speeches today will
stop it from ever being made.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I hope so.. I do
not believe the Internal Revenue Service

,
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has absolute discretion to give a tax
exemption to anyone it pleases. There
are  certain requirements. T cannot
imagine how this committee would qual-
ify under any requirement that I am fa-
miliar with. )

. Mr.-MUNDT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield.

Mr. MUNDT. I am glad thst we have
had this exchange between the {Senator
from Arkansas and the Senatcr from
Indiana, because I believe it is quite
true that the official applicatin had
not been received at the time the report
came to us. Perhaps by now it has been
received. I certainly hope that she De-
-partment of the Treasury ard the In-
ternal Revenue Service will give some
heed to the sentiment expressed here
this afternoon. It is not surprising,
however, that Mr. Reuther and his com-
mittee should be making proclamations
of this kind, to the effect that they were
expecting to receive a tax cxemption.
Having assumed the authority: of the
State Department one day, it is quite
understandable that the -committee
should seek to speak for the Cepartment
of the Treasury the next day, and that
these new volunteers should be acting
as though they were operating hboth
Departments.

It is just another reason why we ought
to stay with constitutional government
and with our properly elected officials,
and not have either the State Depart-
ment or the Treasury Departinent oper-
ated by volunteers who happer. to bob
up, no matter what wonderful intentions
they have or what splendid pedigrees or
backgrounds they may possess.

Mr. CAPEHART. If the Internal
Revenue Service rules that such con-
tributions are tax deductible it ‘will cer-
tainly place the U.S. Government 100
percent in this transaction, because it
will be taking the taxes that would
ordinarily have been paid b¥ reople to
the American ‘Government and passing
-them on to Mr. Castro. Let us assume
that $50 million is raised. The tax which
would be exempied would rrobably be
$20,000 or $25,000. Then the Federal
Government certainly would be up to its
neck under the Logan Act, hecause the
Government would become a party to the
operation by permitting it to be con-
sidered as a tax-deductible contribution.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. CAPEHART. Iyield.

Mr. MUNDT. I was imprisssed by
somethihe the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Hi1cxENLOOPER] said, and I would like to
emphasize it briefly. I have deen among
members of the Republican Party at
policy meetings who have urgec. a policy
of prudence and a reservation from
criticism of various foreign policy deci-
sions and international repercussions
which have confronted this new ad-
ministration. o
"It is not only right and proper to give
the new administration an opportunity
_ to become adjusted and.get started, but
it is also an act of patriotism for Re-
publicans to pursue that kind of policy
"at a time when the country is confronted

with great international problems. I’
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have felt the new administration was
trying its best and that criticism should
be held to a minimum under these try-
ing circumstances. .

As one who has done his fair share of
speaking to groups all over the country
since January 20, I have myself re-
frained meticulously from entering into
criticism of errors or mistakes of judg-

‘ment or discussing the repercussions

which have been flowing from weak-

“nesses in our foreign policy.

T was not happy about the flasco in
Cuba. I was very much disappointed
at the decision to admit Communists
from Laos to the Geneva talks. In pri-
vate correspondence I predicted that
this would be the end of freedom in
Laos. We can have no effective confer-
ence on Laos with the rebel Communists
at the conference table. This is becom-~
ing more apparent, every day.

I have also been terribly disillusioned
by the utterances some of the President’s
appointees in the State Department, and
in diplomatic posts, with regard to their
attitude toward recognition of Red
Ching. I believe it is deplorable that
there should be people in positions in
which the President has placed them
who hold that appeasement position.
However, I have refrained from saying
anything even ahout that situation seri-
ous as it is. I have eontinued to hope
for the best.

However, if abject appeasement is to
be the policy of this Government, and if
this Government is to sit idly by while
volunteer groups usurp the authority of
the State Department and the White
House, and start their own negotiations
with a Communist dictator, then
certainly I believe Republican Sen-
ators as well as independent Democrats
who still have freedom of thought and
freedom of expression will be subject to
legitimate criticism, if they do not pro-
test now against this kind of misadven-
ture and against this type of dangerous
nonsense unless the Kennedy adminis-
tration acts promptly and firmly to put
it to an end.

The time has come when the foreign
policy of our Government might well be-
come a major subject of Senate debate
and national discussion, if, in fact—and
it appears to be entirely possible—this
kind of appeasement program has either

won silent acceptance by the adminis- -

tration or its active cooperation, as cer-
tainly must be the case if it is even
romotely considered that tax exemption
will be given without respect to contri-
butions made to the committee. I hope
that I can be reassured by the President
and the State Department, and that all
Americans can be reassured on this
point, and that the matter will be
cleared up by a statement issued with-
out delay and with erystal clarity.

I shall continue my policy of not un-
necessarily criticizing the State Depart-

“ment in connection with these difficult

problems, but if all we are to see is failure
compounded upon failure, followed by
appeasement of communism and a
cringing recognition of Red China, there
is nothing more important to discuss on
the Senate floor, with no holds barred,
than what should be the attitude of this

- N -

country in a world, in which commynism
today is flapping its wings, making bold
remarks and boasting about its invinci-
bility and its inevitably. The time has
come when America needs leadership—
and not from volunteer committees seek-
ing to take over because they may feel
that others have failed.

Mr. CAPEHART, I helieve it is my
responsibility as a Senator and as a
member of the Committee on Foreign
Relations to take part in shaping for-
eign policy. I believe the American
people expect me to do so. My oatlr of
office compels me to do so. My responsi-
bility as a Senator requires that I do so.
Otherwise, what am I here for? If I
am only to keep still, without any
thoughts or ideas or suggestions, I am
certainly not living up to my oath of
office, and I ought not to be here. I feel
the same way about every other Senator.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 1
move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business for
the consideration of new reports on the
Executive Calendar, beginning with Cal-
endar No. 248.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Minnesota.

“The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration
of executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate messages from the Pres-
ident of the United States submitting
sundry nominations, which were re-
ferred to-the appropriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Sendte proceedings.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no reports of committees, the clerk
will state the nominations on the Ex-
ecutive Calendar, beginning with new
reports.

U.S. MARSHALS

The Legislative Clerk proceeded to
read sundry nominations of U.S. mar-
shals. :

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent that the nomi-
nations be considered en bloe.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
object, the nominations of U.S. maxshals
are considered and agreed to en bloc.

Mr. HUMPHREY. .Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified.

‘'The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the President will be noti-
fied forthwith.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, of
course, these nominations were cleared
by the minority and were unanimously
reported by the committee.

.LEGISLATIVE SESSION

‘Mr., HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate resume the con-
sideration of legislative business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate resumed the consideration of
legislative business.
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£ASTRO, CUBANS, AND US.
FOREIGN POLICY

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, before
the Senator jrom New Hampshire [Mr,
- Bripges], the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
_ CapenART], and the Senator from South

Dakota [Mr. Munpr] leave the floor, I

-, wish to make a brief statement concern-

ing the issue which they have raised.
_As chairman of the Subcommitte on
Latin American Affairs of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations, of which the
Segnator from Indiana [Mr CAPEHART] is
one of the very valuable members, I feel
that I owe it to my duties as a member
of that committee not to sit in silence
while this very important issue is dis-
cussed before the Senate. It is an ex-
ceedingly complex one.

Interestingly enough, yesterday after-
noon, when I was in Clevela,nd appear-
ing on a television program called “Open
Circuit,” a question bearing on this sub-
ject matter was called in, I discussed
it briefly. I shall get a transcript of
those comments and place it in the Rec-
oRrD tomorrow, so that the Senate will
at least know what comment I made
when the question was first submitted to
me publicly. When the transcript ap-
pears in the Recorp, it will show that
the following was my position:

‘T said I sincerely hoped that Mrs.
‘Roosevelt and the members of her com-
mittee had discussed this subject thor-
oughly with the Department of State
before they proceeded to make plans for
the program. I said I knew of no one
in the country who undoubtedly was
more appreciative of the fact that pri-
vate citizens have a great obligation to
follow a course of actlon toward foreign
governments which in no way-possibly
could embarrass the State Department
or the U.S. Government, I took it for
granted. that the committee of which
Mrs. Roosevelt, Dr. Milton Eisenhower,
-and Mr. Walter Reuther, and appar-
ently others, are members had discussed
the question with the State Department.
I do not know whether they have.
However, the State Department has an
obligation in this matter too. The State
Department owes it to the American
people to make a statement of policy on
. this matter.

We are dealing with a very difficult
matter of great human values. It ap-
peals to our sense of right and wrong;
our desire to come to the assistance of
our fellow men who may find themselves
in a position of being executed if this at-
tempt at blackmail is not successful.
This was brought out by the Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges] in
the speech he made earlier, with much
of which I agree. With as much as I
object to, I shall discuss in & moment.

There is a parallel between the heinous
proposal of Castro and the proposal of
Eichman, who undoubtedly was carry-
ing out the orders of Hitler, to -trade
Jews for trucks, at the time of the shock-
ing persecutions of the Jews, as a part
of the Nazi program. _

As the Senator from New Hampshhe'

and the Senator from Indiana well know,
I took the position’ very early in the
Castro administration that we were dea,l-

Approved For Relea l\?

ing with a madman———and I 'used that
word in its literal sense. I think we are
dealing with a psychiatric case. But this

is not the first madman who has for a
time on the stage of history determined
the temporary destiny of a large popula-
tion.

I point out in passing that we are not,
of course, in a position as a government
to negotiate directly with the Castro re-
gime.
debate in the last 45 minutes that what
is proposed is an interference on the
part of the Roosevelt committee with the
right of our Government to negotiate
with the Castro administration., How-
ever, we cannot carry on direct negotia-
tions with the Castro administration;
we must do that through the Swiss Gov-
ernment. It is not a very satisfactory
substitute for direct negotiation. We can
differ sincerely and honestly, but I be-
lieve it was a great mistake for the
U.S. Government to break diplomatic re-
lations with Castro. We had more to
lose than did Cuba. I thought the Cuban
people had more to lose than anyone else
when the American flag was hauled down
in Havana and removed, because that
flag had been a symbol of hope for the
people of Cuba.

- There was an allegation at the time
that we had never attempted any satis~
factory nhegotiations to determine
whether Castro would limit the United
States to a personnel of 11 in the Em-
bassy. There was a great dispute as to
whether that number was to include
gardeners and janitors or only the dip-
lomatic personnel. I thought that ques-
tion should have been determined

In my judgment, the act of breaking
diplomatic relations with Cuba was an
impulsive act on the part of the preced-
ing administration. I said, at the time,
that it was a great mistake. I thought
the American flag should be kept flying
in Cuba as a symbol of hope for the
Cuban people and as proof that we
would not walk out on them.

Furthermore, I believed our Embassy
in Havana should have been maintained
as a listening post. We should also have
kept ourselves in a position where diplo-
matic negotiations and discussions, such
as now present themselves, oould have
been carried on. It was a great mistake
additionally to discontinue diplomatic
relations because we cannot satisfac-
torily conduct business through a for-
eign power, no matter how competent
the substitute is—and the Swiss are very
competent. To do so is bound to create
great difficulties.

It was a mistake in my judgment to
break diplomatic relations and thus
leave a time bomb for the Kennedy ad-
ministration. That is exactly what the
Eisenhower administration did by its
breaking of diplomatic relations. There
is some internal evidence, at least, that
the situation which has developed in
connection with the so-called invasion
by Cuban exiles with American logistic
support and financial support was, in
fact, a planned program and one which
had been in progress for many months
before the Kennedy administration took
office. I simply say to the Senate there
is no question a,bout that being true It

There has been some talk in the.
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has been brought out in the hearings
before the subcommittee of which I am
the chairman.

It verifies the fact that the expedi-
tion was a part of the Eisenhower plan
which had been worked on for many
months. It expldins in no small mes-

.sure why the former President does not

desire to have the ashes of the Cuban
invasion incident raked over. When

those ashes are raked over, it is plainly -

disclosed as a Republican program as
well as, now, a Democratic program.

I 'hold no brief for the Democratic
President proceeding with the program.

I believe he should have made it very

clear that the Unifed States would not
proceed with the program. The results
have demonstrated how unwise it was.

I have no question in my mind that
had there been consultation with the
Hill, we would have obtained much evi-
dence and plenty of proof to support the
conclusion that the President should
have dropped the plan and should not
have given it support. That is water
over the dam. We are still confronted
with the problem and the question is,
Where dd we go from here?

Before commenting specifically about .

some wise observations made by the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire and the Sena-
tor from Indiana, I should state that I
do not believe we have taken all the steps
we should at least try to take in concert
with our friendly assoclates, the other
countries in Latin America. These
countries tell us quite informally that
they are in our corner, so to speak. We
are having much difficulty, however, in
getting them into the ring. I say most
respectfully, that there appears to be a
shocking breakdown of the functions of
the Organization of American States, if
we will simply reread the charter which
created that Organization.

I ask again: Where are our friends in
the Organization of American States?
This is a troublesome problem, not only
for the United States of America, but for
each one of them. In fact, in the long
run, they are far more endangered than
is the United States.

So again I plead with the members of
the Organization of American States and
with our State Department not to wait
until some time in July, when it is con-
templated there will be some economic
conference, possibly at Montevideo, to

implement the alliance of progress. We .

have an immediate problem of much
greater concern and more vital concern
to the security of the Western Hemi-
sphere than what is contemplated as the
agenda for the Montevideo Conference in
July.

I do not think we can delay longer in
making a formal approach to this Cuban
matter through the Organization of
American States; and I hope our State
Department and our President will give
formal consideration to it, and I hope
the American people obtain from this
administration some policy statement
about it before much more time passes.
There is increasing division and con-
fusion among the American people in re-
gard to the Cuban problem--largely, I
think, because the American people do
not know the facts, not only those in re-
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gard to Cuba, but also those in regard to
the Organization of American £tafes.

That is why the other day, in the Latin
American Subcommittee, I said I hoped
the President would quickly be apprised
of the active Interest in this matter of
the Members of the Senate and also of
the fact that we are ready and willing
to have him advise us regarcing this
Cuban matter."-

Now we have received the proposal
that we pay ransom in order to save the
lives of approximately 1,000 prisor.ers.

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. BripGEs] pointed out that Jastro
came to the United States at the invita-
tion of a group of newspaper publshers,
I believe, or a group of newspaper edi-
tors. It can be stated that the meinbers
of the Foreign Relations Committee were
very much concerned about that matter.
At that time, representatives of the: State
Department consulted with us. I re-
member a conference we had in a room
one floor below this Chamber. We con-
ferred with the Assistant Secretary of
.State for Latin American Affairs, ‘

That conference was in regai:d o this-

matter. EHe pointed out to us that the

‘newspaper editors had never ziven his
Department even an inkling of wiarning
that they were going to extend that in-
vitation to the head of a foreign. state.
At that time we were having our troubles
with Castro,.and at that time our coun-
try was shocked by Castro’s blcod baths.
Some time before that, several of us had
made speeches on the floor of thz Sen-
" ate in protest against the total tarian
procedures and the techniques used by
Castro. I shall always take some satis-
faction from the fact that I made the
first speech which was made here on the
Senate floor in eriticism of Castro. It
was my opinion that Cuba was having
visited upon it the substituticn of one
form of totalitarianism for another. It
seemed to me that.I was morally bound
to make that speech. As the Senator
- from Indiana well knows, I made it after
there had been some discussion of that
matter in our committee.
that, obher members of my subcommit-
tee supported my statement and views.
At that time the present Présicent of
the United States was a member of that
subcommittee: and in that capac.by and
in his capacity of U.S. Senator from the
State of Massachusetts he completely
agreed with my position. I reesll that
fact with great pride.

But in our conference with the As-
sant Secretary of State for Latin
-America, there was raised the question,
What do we do now? The newspaper
editors had then extended the invitation,
and we realize that that was bcund to
be embarrassing to our Goverament.

My position was that they wereno dif-
ferent from any other group in th:2 coun-
try, and I saw no reason why they
should be treated any differently. They
were gullty not only of bad judgment,
but also of definitely seeking to ir.terfere
with the foreign policy of owr Ciovern-
ment, and I thought they were subject
to censure and to criticlsm. Tt will be
recalled that I took it upon miself to
criticize them. ’ ’
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When I do such things, I expect to be
criticized in turn, Many of them pub-
lished editorials which did not at all
flatter me: but not once was I proved
wrong on the merits. Actually, in their
editorials they engaged in alibling and
in attempts to explain away their lapses
of good judgment.

I pointed out that I-was not a partici-
pant in the extending of entertainment
and of hospitality to that madman. The
Senator from New Hampshire and the
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]
pointed out that I did not participate
in that course of action. I am proud to
state that I refused—and I did it in my
capacity as chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on Latin American Countries—to at-
tend the meeting which was held. First
of all, I could not attend it because at
the meeting there would be g discussion
of the Cuban problem with which our
committee was concerned, and because
at the meeting there would also be a
discussion of Castro’s course of action
in Cuba, with which our committee was
likewise concerned. I was not willing
to take any action which might be re-
garded as prejudicial to future action by
our subcommittee. Secondly, I did not
attend the meeting because otherwise
the State Department would be em-
barrassed, inasmuch as the State De-
partment had not then decided on the
policy that it intended to follow. Until
our State Department had decided what
course to follow officially, it could not
avoid being embarrassed by such a
meeting.

The State Department decided offi-
cially that the meeting would be treated
on an unofficial basis. That was a policy
based on semantics, for everyone knew
Castro was in the United States, and it
was clear that any protocol extended to
him would be regarded elsewhere in the
world as an official reception of Castro
by our State Department. And such
proved to be the case.

To the everlasting credit of the pres-
ent chairman of the Senate Foreign Re-

lations Committee, Mr. FULBRIGHT, Who,

I regret to say, has been called from the
floor, and cannot be present at the mo-
ment, at least—he, likewise, disapproved
that entire procedure. Ihappen to know
that is a fact.

The Cuban delegation which accom-
panied Castro called the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee room, and said that
Castro would like to go there, to meet in-
formally and unofficially with the mem-
bers of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee. With the understanding
that the meeting would be unofficial and
informal, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. FuLericarl—although he did not
like any bit of the proposal—said that
‘he felt that as chairman of the Foreign

Relations Committee he should at least

notify the other members of the com-
mittee of what Casiro wanted. The
‘Senator from Arkansas said that mem-
bers of the committee who wished to
come to the committee meeting, to meet
Castro informally and unofficlally, could
come.

That is what happened; some Sen-
ators went, and some Senators not on
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the Foreign Relations Committee went.
I.did not go. I refused to go, because it
seemed to me at that time the official
position of this Government ought to.
‘have been one of making perfectly clear
an official protest of the policies and the
procedures that Castro was following in
Cuba.

“In one of my speeches I proposed that
we call upon Castro to follow the Geneva
Convention in regard to handling prison-
ers. Is it not interesting that we have
another prisoner problem now? I said
that morally, if not legally, Castro was

‘bound by the Geneva Convention, be-

cause Cuba signed the Geneva Conven-
tion. This is the Geneva Convention on
the Treatment of War Prisoners.

It is true that Castro had -a technieal
out. His technical out was—and he took
it—that these prisoners were captured in
connection with his revolt against Ba-
tista, and were not prisoners taken in a
war with a sovereign power; that the

‘Geneva. Convention deals with proce-

dures for handling war prisoners in a
war between two sovereign powers, and
that this was a civil war, and therefore
those procedures did not, technically,
apply. : 4

Knowing that Castro might fall back
on that technicality, my speech in the
Senate pointed out it was all the more
reason, morally, why he ought to apply
the procedures of the Geneva Conven-
tion to his own flesh and blood. After
all, those captured in his revolt against
Batista were Cubans. They were mis-

- guided in their support of Batista, but, as

we have seen, they were no more mis-
guided than were those who supported
Castro.

I spoke out agalnst Castro at that time,
and have been consistent in my position
since that time. :

Now we come, to the question, Where
do we -go from here? We cannot sep-
arate the activities of the committee,
headed by Mrs. Roosevelt, Dr. Eisen-
hower, and Mr. Reuther, from its effect
and influence in relation to American
foreign policy; and it is going to be so
interpreted around the world. A private
committee cannot be established in this
country which purports, at least, to
speak in regard to a foreign policy prob=
lem without many people around the
world attributing to that committee the
official status of speaking for American
foreign policy. It is bound to happen.
It is happening, I think, already.

Furthermore, as the Senator from In-
diana pointed out in his remarks this
afternoon, let us not forget that the pris-
oners in Cuban jails today are just those
exiles who were captured in the ill-fated
attempted invasion of April 16. We do
not know how many thousands of Cubans
the Castro police have rounded up and
put in Cuban jails as alleged counter=
revolutionaries. )

One would have to be very short-
sighted to assume that Castro was go-
ing to take a different attitude toward
the counter-revolutionaries who were in
his own country at the time of the ill-
fated attempted invasion than he did
toward the counter-revolutionaries who
attempted to invade the country. He
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know.s—we all k.now—that a part of the
plan S¥as the hope, the expectation, that
the invasion would séir up, within a few
days thereafter, at least, a counter-
revolutionary - movement in his own
country. It was part and parcel of the
whole plan.

I think the Senator from Indiana and
the Senator from New Hampshire are
quite right when they, say we do not
know what kind of chain reaction we
shall start with this proposal. Ran-
somers, extortionists, pirates, do not stop
with just one proposed ransom. If a
ransom is obtained for this group, then
others can be proposed, and there are
estimates of prisoners in Cuban jails
varying from 50,000 to 100,000. Once
we yield to such blackmail, where is the
end?

There is no member of the committee,
Mrs. Roosevelt, Dr. Eisenhower, Mr, Reu-
ther, or any one associated with it, who
has a more disturbed inner feeling or
more pangs of heartache about the
plight of these Cuban exiles who were
captured in the ill-fated invasion than
has the Senator from Oregon.

Furthermore, the fact is made more
sad bécause, to no small measure, we
were 1mplicated in the episode. In a
very . real sense, we cannot wash this

- dirty spot off our hands, any more than
could Lady Macbeth, because there is no
doubt,_about the fact that we aided and
abetted and supporied the unfortunate
attempted invasion, about which many
of us knew nothing.

But that, too, is water over the dam.
The point I want to stress is that this
is a matter which involves American
foreign policy. I do not care how one
tries to word 1t in order to seem to keep
the committee out of interference with
American forelgn policy. We want to
know from our State Department, and
sooh, its position in regard to this qiiés-
tion. It is much more forthright for us

to stand up before the world and say,

_“Approval is given to this as a matter of
Government policy,” or “Approval is de-
nied”—one way or the other.

Now I come to the Logan Act. I call
this matter to the attention of the Sena-
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Casel, who
has said he is not a lawyer. In my book,
he is a pretty good sea lawyer, as we say
of one who renders a sound legal judg-
ment, although he may not be a member
of the bar. This is more than a tech-
nicality. It bears on the main thesis
of my comments.

The Senator from South Dakota has
pointed out the Logan Act has nothing
to do with this matter, for many rea-
‘sons. The act reads, as was brought out
by the distinguished Senator from Indi-
ana [Mr. CAPEHART]:

Any citizen of the United States, wherever
he may be, who, without authority of the
United States, directly or indirectly com-
mences or carries on any correspondence or

“intercourse with any foreign government or
any officer or agent thereof, with intent to
influence the measures or conduct of any for-
elgn governmient or of any officer or agent
thereof, in relation to any disputes or con-
troversies with the United States, or to de-
feat the measures of the United Statea, shall
be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned
not more than 3 years, or both.

Approved For R%&ﬁ&ﬁ%%élloaﬁll Cﬂ% &%?B4BOQ§N6“BIQEOZOO14OOS3 -1

This section shall not abridge the right of
a cltizen to apply, himself or his agent, to
any foreign government or the agents there-
of for redress of any injury which he may
have sustained from such government or
any-of its agents or subjects.

I agree with the Senator from South
Dakota. The committee has in no way
violated the Logan Act, for two main le-
gal reasons. First, their program in no
way involves calrying on any direct or
indirect correspondence or intercourse
with any foreign government or any offi-
cer or agent thereof. The committee is
carrying on its negotiations with the
Cuban exiles. The Cuban exiles are in
revolt against Castro. The negotiations
are with them directly. One canhnot, in
my judgment, legitimately claim that
the exiles are funectioning as agents of
Castro. Castro has announced to the
world what are the terms of his ransom.

In my judgment, what the committee
is seeking to do, out of its humanitarian
impulses—I share those impulses—is to
raise some ransom money in this coun-
try to save the lives of the prisoners.
The act itself, however, is bound to af-
fect our foreign policy. If our Govern~
ment wishes to approve of that course of
action, it should say so.

We should not engage in any sub-
terfuge. We ought not to engage in any
indirection. We ought to stop our pre-
tense. We have a right to ask our Sec-
retary of State—and I now call upon
him—to tell the American people what
his position is, as Secretary of State, in
regard to the course of action which is
being followed by the volunteer com-
mittee. Once we have that opinion from
the Secretary of State, then we shall be
in a position to decide what course of
action should be followed concerning the
attempt of the committee to raise funds.

As it relates to national policy, it is a
dangerous thing to countenance in this
country voluntary committees which

"may proceed to follow any course of ac-

tion which may have repercussions on
American foreign policy. In my judg-
ment, that is hot a violation of the Logan
Act but is an interference with our
whole constitutional policy that Ameri-
can foreign policy should be directed by
the President of the United States and
by the Secretary of State acting as a
representative of the President of the
United States.

This can be g very bad precedent from
the standpoint of American foreign pol-
icy procedures.

It is quite proper that my colleagues
in the Senate took the course of action
they took this afternoon, of calling upon
the administration to tell the American
people specifically what is its position.

The last point I wish to make in re~
gard to the Logan Act is the point made
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Casel, when he sald that technically
there was no dispute or controversy in-
volved in regard to the United States.
That has been removed.

This illustrates again why it was such
a great mistake to break diplomatic re-
lations with Cuba. Would that we had.
an Embassy there. Then there could
be direct negotiations with Cuba, at
least through diplomatic channels.
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I see no basis for a finding that, as a
matter of law, there is any dispute or
controversy hetween the United States
and the principals with whom Mrs.
Roosevelt’s Committee is negotiating.
They are negotiating with the Cuban
exiles.

To show the direct relationship be-
tween this and American foreign policy,
we must remember that the Cuban exiles

could not get back into this country .

without the approval of this Govern-
ment, That is a procedural act within
the sphere of American foreign policy.
The exiles are allowed to come into the
country with the full knowledge of the
administration, so apparently there is
knowledge they are going to negotiate
with the Mrs. Roosevelt Committee,
which I think makes it perfectfly clear
that there is a direct tie between what
that committee is -doing and American
foreign policy.

In order to prevent this from being a
precedent, in order to make it very clear
that the State Department and the ad-
ministration will assume full constitu-
tional guthority and duty in connection
with American foreign policy, the ad-
ministration ought to proceed without
delay to tell the American people to what
extent, if any, the procedure outlined by
Mrs. Roosevelt’s Committee has.the ap-
proval of this administration as a part
and parcel of American foreign policy.

I wish to point out, in half a moment,
some of the dangers. We are all heart-
felt moved by the plight of the exiles who
have been captured and are in Cuban
prisons. We are all concerned and wor-
ried about what the madman may do
with them or to them.

‘We certainly do not wish to lay down a
foundation of precedents so that there
will spring up in the months ahead one
volunteer committee after another which
will seek to influence the American peo-
ple in a quasi-official or semi-official
capacity in respect to some particular
program connected with American for-
eign policy.

There are many trouble spots in this
world about which we as individual citi-
zens are very much concerned. Volun-
teer committees may spring up. about
something in Laos, in Hungary, in the
Congo, in South-West Africa, in Angola,
in Goa, or in a good many other places in
the world, where fellow human beings
are being trampled and their lives are
being crushed out by the hundreds and
thousands month after month by tyran-
nies, many of them either Communist or
Fascist tyrannies.

In my judgment we cannot have a
sound foreign policy program in this
country if, in those instances in which it
may seem to be expedient to do so, we
either close our eyes or turn our heads
and look in the other direction when
volunteer committees set up volunteer
programs concerned with some segment
or other of American foreign policy.

In closing, I quite agree with the chair-
man of the Commitiee on Foreign Rela-
tions [Mr. FursriguT] and other Sena-
tors who have spoken on the floor of the
Senate this afternoon., This procedure
has many danger signs written all over
it. We must be on guard that we do not
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approve a course of action because we

are heartsick about the fact that some

1,000 or 1,200 Cuban exiles are in Cuban

prisons and might be murdercd by this

madman, as he has murdered so many
others through his blood baths, I think

" we should not let our heartacke and our
understandable sentiment blind us to the
faet that there may. be thousands upon
thousends of lives put in danger by such
o course of action, if we yield at this
time to this blackmail.

1 think that is the first reason why we
‘have s right to say to the admunistra-
tion, “You owe it to the Americar. people
to take an official position upon the pro-
posed determination of American foreign
policy by a volunteer group.” .

Second, I think we have s right to say

- to the administration, “You have a duty
to now make cleary without any further
delay, to the Organization of American
States that every Latin -American coun-
try, including Canada to the north of us,
ought to convene quickly throvgh the
Organization of American States to de-
termine what our joint program and pol-
iey ought to be in relation to this tyranny
which has taken over Cuba.”

I speak respectfully of Canada when
I say it is fine for the Foreign Minister
of Canada to suggest that Canada me-
diate the differences between he United
States and Cubsa, but it would be better
for Canada, in the first instance, to fill
its seat in the Organization of American
States, to stop being merely an cbserver
in the Organization of American States,
and to become a voting member of the
Organization of American States. I

think if Canada did that, she could exer-

cise much more influence in tte clevelop-
ment of foreign policy in the Western
Hemisphere. It would be better to do
this than to offer her good offices to serve
_ as mediator between the Unitecl States
and Cuba on problems bhetween thdse
two countries. :

The important thing is that these are
not simply United States-Cuban prob-

.lems. Each and every one of them is a
hemispheric problem,

Each and every one of them involves
the rights, interest, and the future of
every country in this hemisphere. 'What
I have been pleading for is that we stop
unilateral action on the part of the
United States in relation to Cube, recog-
nize that the situation calls for joint
action on the part of Cahada, the United
States, and every other Latin American
eountry to try to work out a program
for the settlement of problems that have
arisen in this hemisphere as a result of
Castro going over to the Communists.
. Ah, but some say to me, “If you follow
that course of action, Mr. Senator, then
are you not going to have to negotiate
with Cuba?” )

Of course, we could negotiate with
Cuba or go to war with Cuba. I know
there are those who think we cught to
go to war with her. And whiat a great
victory that would be. We coull defeat
her very quickly, although not:without
the loss of many thousands of American
boys. We could not defeat her without
the loss of thousands of lives probably
in some of the southern strategic areas
of Florida and some of the other South-
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ern States. We do not know to what you canransom—how many hundreds we
extent such conflict might be the spark do not know—of American citizens sBllin
that would start a nuclear war. If we Cuba?” )
have to fight a nuclear war, we will not "What would be the reaction of this
hesitate to fight it, if we have done country to that proposal? - Of course,
everything that we could possibly have there would be every reason for us then to
done in order to bring mankind to rea- go to the military defense of those Amer-
son without a nuclear war. ican citizens. That is how delicate I
We should not follow a course of action think the situation is.
that will record that we pulled the trig- So I close my comments with the plea
ger. We do have peaceful procedures once again to my Government. Let the
available to us that we ought to try to State Department run American foreign
use, both through the Organization of policy. Let the State Department make
American States and through the United clear to the American people its positien
Nations. in regard to any volunteer commitiee’s
There are special procedures, both in program in this country. If we want to
the Organization of American States make such proposals the official program
and in the United Nations, that at least of the State Department, let us say so.

could be used to seek to get extraordi-
nary meetings of both of those organi-
zations. Have we tried? Are we trying?
If not, why not? .

But let us not start a chain of precedents
of having American foreign policy, from
the standpoint of expediency, turned over
to private citizens who can follow a

This shocking proposal of Castro course of action that can possibly
ought to be the basis for an immediate embarrass—yes, jeopardize—the welfare
call upon the part of the United States of this country, and in the end lead to
for an extraordinary session of the Gen- & much greater loss of human life pos-
eral Assembly of the United Nations to sibly than would be frue if Castro should
focus world opinion on the subject. I seek to liguidate the exiles that he cap-
do not think that we have started to do tured in this invasion, every one of whom
the things that we ought to do in order knew that he ran the risk of being liqui-
to seek with honor some accommoda- dated by participating in the invasion.
tion by way of a peaceful settlement of What I have said .during the last 15
this great threat to war in the Western or 20 minutes on the floor of the Senate
Hemisphere—and it is a growing threat can be subject to a great deal of distor-
to war in the Western Hemisphere. tion and misrepresentation, but, as

One more word about my suggestions Chairman of the Subcommittee on Latin-
with respect to negotiations so that I American Affairs, I shall never duck
will not be misunderstood. I am not my clear responsibility so long as I serve
suggesting that we should offer on a bi- in that capacity. -
lateral basis to start negotiations with Mr, President, I yield the floor.

Cuba, but I do say that we ought to Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres-
offer to have the Organization of Amer- ident, the Senator from South Dakota
ican States start negotiations with has listened with interest to the remarks
Cuba, and if Castro does not want to of the distinguished Senator from Ore-
accept that proposal, offer to have the gon, the chairman of the Subcommitiee
United Nations start negotiations with on Latin American Affairs of the Com-
Cuba, because whether we like it or not, mittee on Foreign Relations. At this
we cannot wish Cubsa off the face of the hour I shall not try to comment any fur-
map. Naturally, either through the Or- ther. I will say that I share in his hope
ganization of American States or the that the Secretary of State will make
United Nations, we ought to try to find & statement that will clarify the official
out if there is any basls for an honor- - position of the United States with re-
able diplomatic negotiation of proce- 8ard to the proposed blackmail. I also
dures for the settlement of the disputes hope that the discussion on the floor of
that have arisen between the United the Senate this afternoon, participated

States and Cuba.

I offer these thoughts this afternoon
because again I wish to say the United
States should stop moving away from
the Cuban problem in the direction of
war and intervention, and start to move
into the Cuban problem through the
Organization of American States and
through the United Nations, so that
history will record that we did our level
best to try to aveid any resort to mili-
tary defense and military action in order
to protect. American lives and American
property.

Speaking of American lives, do not for-
get that we do not know how many hun-
dreds of American citizens are still in
Cuba, but they are there. When we are
dealing with a mad man who places no
more value on life than Castro does, we
run always the risk that he would be per-
fectly willing to go to any extreme in
order to vent his perverted emotional
makeup on the United States. What
would we do if he announced that, “Now

in by several Senators, will make a con-
tribution. I am confident it will make
a contribution to answering the ques-
tion, Where do we go from here?

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION
PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, May 22, 1961, he pre-
sented to the President of the United
States the enrolled joint resolution (S.
J. Res. 89) to amend section 217 of the
National Housing Act to provide an in-
terim increase in the authorization for
insurance of mortgages by the Federal
Housing Administration.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 AM.
TOMORROW
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, pursuant
to the order previously entered, I move
that the Senate adjourn until 10 o’clock
a.m. tomorrow. .
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